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effective action.

**  Each of the three draft charters lay out seemingly reasonable and necessary actions, but without the 
other two working group draft charters to review and get the fuller picture, it difficult to really give an 
adequate critique of how this is all supposed to work.  A specific criticism of the three draft charters 
(and the processes as so-far presented) is that there is no active participation by public stakeholders 
provided for in these working groups, just the chance now & then perhaps to make comments.

**  There must be a truly independent TRFR process, separate from the duties and functions of the 
Board of Forestry's Effectiveness Monitoring Committee.  The EMC has some valid roles found in its 
pre-AB 1492 charter, but being “the future venue for all forest practice rule-making” and the “go 
through” for reforms coming out of the processes to implement actions to fulfill the intents of TRFR 
are not valid roles.

**  There has been a lot of work by agency personnel to try and address ways to meet the intents of the 
TRFR.  This has been some good work, but unless there is a more inclusive approach with broader sets 
of stakeholders and experts included, the top-down, agency-centric process that's unfolding will not get 
the reforms and “buy-in” by stakeholders, scientists, and the general public that is essential to attain 
adequate reforms.

Sincerely,

Richard Gienger
for Forests Forever and others




